ABSTRACT. Belonging and being attached to various social groups such as nationality and ethnicity, can have a significant motivational effect. At the same time, a sense of national attachment can develop into ethnocentrism and become a source of hostility and conflicts among members of different nations, with conflicts in the immediate past contributing to greater manifestations of certain forms of national attachment, and even ethnocentrism. That is why the objectives of this paper were to: (1) determine prominence of ethnocentrism and different forms of national attachment in young people of Serbian nationality in Kosovo and Metohija (345 respondents, average age AS=19,36) (2) investigate what kind of relationship exists between ethnocentrism and national attachment. Instruments used in the research were the Ethnocentrism Scale (Šram, 2010) and Scale of National Attachment Forms (Rot and Havelka, 1973) . The results show that of all aspects of ethnocentrism, respondents manifest the greatest degree of national homogenization, distinguished by a strong need for national unity, while the most accentuated form of national attachment is prominent national attachment, character- ized by idealizing one's own nation and emphasizing the feeling of patriotism. Prominent and exclusive forms of national attachment correlate with all the aspects of ethnocentrism which supports the claim that those individuals who are characterized by a high degree of national idealization, which is a feature of both prominent and exclusive national attachment, often demonstrate a certain tendency to react in an ethnocentric way.
ORIGINAL ABSTRACT. Belonging and being attached to various social groups such as nationality and ethnicity, can have a significant motivational effect. At the same time, a sense of national attachment can develop into ethnocentrism and become a source of hostility and conflicts among members of different nations, with conflicts in the immediate past contributing to greater manifestations of certain forms of national attachment, and even ethnocentrism. That is why the objectives of this paper were to: (1) determine prominence of ethnocentrism and different forms of national attachment in young people of Serbian nationality in Kosovo and Metohija (345 respondents, average age AS=19,36) (2) investigate what kind of relationship exists between ethnocentrism and national attachment. Instruments used in the research were the Ethnocentrism Scale (Šram, 2010) and Scale of National Attachment Forms (Rot and Havelka, 1973) . The results show that of all aspects of ethnocentrism, respondents manifest the greatest degree of national homogenization, distinguished by a strong need for national unity, while the most accentuated form of national attachment is prominent national attachment, character- ized by idealizing one's own nation and emphasizing the feeling of patriotism. Prominent and exclusive forms of national attachment correlate with all the aspects of ethnocentrism which supports the claim that those individuals who are characterized by a high degree of national idealization, which is a feature of both prominent and exclusive national attachment, often demonstrate a certain tendency to react in an ethnocentric way.
INTRODUCTION ETHNOCENTRISM
Ethnocentrism is thoroughly examined concept in psychology and other social sciences, primarily because of its potentially negative influence on intergroup relations (e.g. Adorno, Frenkel-Brunswik, Levinson, & Sanford, 1950; Hewstone, Rubin & Willis, 2002; LeVine & Campbell, 1972) . Under certain circumstances, ethnocentrism is considered to contribute to the formation of prejudices, as well as dominance and hostility towards other groups that can grow into conflict and even war (e.g. Bar & Tal, 1990; Popadić, 2004) . Ethnocentrism is also related to negative social phenomena like nationalism, chauvinism, racism, xenophobia, etc. However, as any other key concept, ethnocentrism is determined in different ways which contributes to its conceptual ambiguity. Various entries used when defining ethnocentrism make certain authors (e.g. Tajfel, 1983 ) see ethnocentrism as an umbrella term which unifies various concepts, while other authors question its usefulness and possibility of reaching to valid conclusions based on vast number of research studies that deal with this diversified concept (e.g. Heaven, Rajab, & Ray; 1985; Raden, 2003) . The first use of the term ethnocentrism is attributed to Sumner 3 who uses the term as a technical name for the frame of reference "in which one's own group is the center of everything, and all others are scaled and rated with reference to it" (Sumner, 1906, p. 13) and which besides its self-centering indicates superiority of an ethnical group as one of the major factors of ethnocentrism: "each group nourishes its own pride and vanity, boasts itself superior, exalts its own divinities, and looks with contempt on outsiders" (ibid.). Superiority as a factor of ethnocentrism is also traceable in the work of Adorno and his asso-ciates who define ethnocentrism as an ideology, which is characterized by the fact that members of their own group, their own nation, consider themselves more superior and valuable than the members of other groups, rating those other ethnical and racial groups as less valuable and inferior (Adorno et al., 1950) . Beside this, these authors point out that ethnocentrism is characterized by sharp distinction between one's own group and all the others, as well as negative stereotypes and hostile attitudes towards other groups, that is towards anyone classified as alien (ibid.). On the other hand, theories of social identity emphasize the process of developing positive differences in relation to others, and the phenomenon of ethnocentrism is related to the forming of positive social identity based on intergroup comparison. Contrary to the view that hostility and negative attitudes to others are the core feature of ethnocentrism, the theory of social identity sees ethnocentrism primarily as preference for the ingroup over outgroups (Tajfel & Turner, 1986) . Hence, ethnocentrism is most usually considered as extreme affection for one's own group (overemphasised feeling of importance and value of one's own group), and positive discrimination of one's own group members in relation to members of other groups (Brewer, 1999 (Brewer, , 2010 .
The analysis of different definitions used when studying ethnocentrism carried out by Bizumic & Duckitt (2012) show that there are three core themes: (1) group self-centeredness (i.e., giving strong importance to one's group), (2) outgroup negativity (i.e., hostility and contempt towards other groups), and (3) mere ingroup positivity (i.e., positive evaluation of one's own group). Additionally, their analysis of the definitions of ethnocentrism suggested six specific facets reflecting the view that one's own group is of central importance: (a) preference for the ingroup over outgroups; (b) the perception of superiority of ingroup over outgroups; (c) the wish to preserve the ethnic purity of one's own group; (d) pursuit of ingroup interest without consideration for outgroups (exploitativeness); (e) the need for group cohesion, and (f) strong devotion to the ingroup.
Most authors agree that ethnocentrism is not a simple one-dimensional phenomenon where one pole signifies affinity to ingroup, and the other pole aversion to outgroup (Bizumic & Duckitt, 2012) , that is, with one extreme representing national exclusiveness, and the other national negation (Šram, 2002 and 2010) . For example, the onset of multidimensional view on ethnocentrism can be traced back to Sumner (as cited in Šiber, 1998) who lists, as components of ethnocentrism, feelings of national superiority, existence of strong national group cohesion and commitment, and the need for defence of ingroup interests as opposed to outgroup interests. Bizumic and his associates define ethnocentrism as attitudinal construct characterised by the strong feeling of ethnic group self-centeredness and the importance of one's own ethnic group, which is manifested on intergroup and intragroup level. Intergroup expression of ethnocentrism includes four components: preference of members of one's own ethnic group over members of other nations, belief in the superiority of their own ethnic group, the wish for ethnically pure nation and readiness to exploit other nations for their own interests, while intragroup expression of ethnocentrism consists of two components: strong group cohesion and a sentiment of worshiping one's own nation. The base of the intergroup ethnocentrism is the belief that one's ethnic group is more important than others, while intragroup ethnocentrism is based on the belief that the ethnic group is more important than an individual (Bizumic, Duckitt, Popadic, Dru, & Krauss, 2009) . Supposing that ethnocentrism is a multidimensional construct, Šram defines ethnocentrism as a system of relatively related attitudes and beliefs which consists of affective, cognitive, and behavioural components (Šram, 2010) . According to this author, ethnocentrism on affective level indicates strong national attachment and readiness for self-sacrifice for national interests; on cognitive level, it indicates perception of a need for national homogenization, presence of national superiority and prejudices; and on behavioural level, it indicates the exclusiveness, mistrust, and bias in interethnic interactions (Šram, 2010) .
NATIONAL ATTACHMENT
Guetzkow gave one of the earliest definitions of national attachment in his book Multiple loyalties: theoretical approach to a problem in international organization (Guetzkow 1955 , as cited in Turjačanin, 2005 where he defined national loyalty as attachment to national state whether it already exists or there is a growing tendency for it to be formed. Guetzkow (Guetzkow 1955 (Guetzkow , as cited in Šiber, 1998 was also the first to distinguish several forms of national attachment based on the existence of exclusive loyalty to one's own nation or inclusive of some other ways of loyalty: (1) anationalism -national feelings are harmful or unnecessary; (2) cosmopolitism -attachment to human society, and not a nation; (3) multiple national attachment -internationalism (it is important to belong to the nation, but to belong to the mankind is more important); (4) prominent national attachment (patriotism); (5) exclusive national attachment (nationalism, chauvinism, ethnocentrism) (Guetzkow, 1955 (Guetzkow, , as cited in Šiber, 1998 . The advantage of Guetzkow's idea is that it presents the feeling of national attachment as reasonable and natural value orientation, and at the same time provides a perspective for overcoming chauvinist nationalism (Rot, 2006) . Following Guetzkow's work and ideas, Rot and Havelka (1973) determine national attachment as a system of interrelated attitudes expressing the relation of an individual to their own nation, national state and territory, national culture, language and history, national treasures and symbols, then to other nations, both those with whom their nation was or is politically or economically related, friendly or hostile as well, and national differentiation as a social phenomenon. One should have positive, neutral, or negative attitude towards each of these objects, which is the basis for distinguishing five ways of national attachment (Rot and Havelka, 1973, p. 12) : (1) exclusive national attachment characterised by attachment to one's own nation only with the emphasis on its exceptional values, that is the belief that only belonging to one's own nation is important and significant, while degrading other nations. This form of national attachment corresponds to the notion of ethnocentrism given by Adorno et al. (1950) ; (2) prominent national attachment which implies strong attachment to one's own nation while accepting the importance of every national attachment and without emphasising the greater value of one's own nation; (3) divided national attachment characterised by the feeling of attachment to one's own nation, but also to wider social groups, above all humanity as a whole, which does not have to exclude attachment to one's own nation; (4) general human attachment characterised by attachment to human community in general and tendency to overcome narrow national interests; (5) non-existence, that is, absence of national attachment characterised by negating of values and importance of national attachment, often considering any national feelings as unnecessary and harmful.
According to Milosavljević (2012) , national attachment as a social construct is a polar socio-psychological continuum that ranges from maximum national attachment, so called "national robinsonism", to maximum openness to the world, so called cosmopolitism (understanding that the whole world is considered as a homeland). The author uses the term national robinsonism metaphorically as a proof that life isolated from every other nation is possible.
One of the most important and most influential sources of national attachment is the common past. Awareness of the common past is formed not only by learning history, but also through national myths. The most common myths are those of common origin, common state, and indestructibility of nation, common interests, and the myth of common enemy (Turjačanin, 2005) . National attachment is characterised by strong identification of personal with national and collective. However, national attachment does not entail automatic loss of one's own identity, that is, replacement of personal identity by national identity. Personal identity will be replaced by any collective identity only in those individuals who show certain symptoms of disintegration of personality (Kuzmanović and Šram 1999, as cited in Šram, 2002) .
WHEN DOES NATIONAL ATTACHMENT BECOME ETHNOCENTRISM?
It can be concluded that when determining ethnocentrism most authors agree that it is a comprehensive system of attitudes and opinions characterised by clear distinction between one's own and every other group (especially national or ethnic), where more positive qualities and features are attributed to one's own group and are believed to be more valuable and superior compared to the qualities of other nations. This ethnocentric attitude towards one's own nation represents, at the same time, standard for evaluating other nations and their values. On the other hand, if we adopt the view that strong national group cohesion is a component of ethnocentrism, then the concept of ethnocentrism logically implies the existence of ethnic or national affective attachment, not only perception or the feeling of superiority. Rot and Havelka (1973) believe that exclusive national attachment corresponds to the notion of ethnocentrism and that exclusive national attachment presents disposition for ethnocentric way of behaviour, especially tendency to emphasize the superiority of one's own nation. Milosavljević (2002) also concludes that national attachment, defined as the belief of an individual that their nation has the greatest value and significance for them, corresponds to what other authors call ethnocentrism, that is, national robinsonism.
RELATIONS WITH SIMILAR CONSTRUCTS
Nationalism and patriotism are two special forms of national identification whose meanings are, to a certain extent, similar to the concept of ethnocentrism. In psychological sense, nationalism and patriotism are forms of prominent attachment to one's own country or ethnic group based on the idea of common history, language, territory or culture. The conceptual difference is that patriotism usually signifies attachment to only one's own country, while nationalism involves tendency to favour one's own country in relation to others. Nationalism can also exist in the form of a wish to form one's own national country, while patriotism presupposes its existence (Turjačanin, 2015) .
Patriotism is usually defined as a form of identification with a state community. Rejkovski (1997, as cited in Križanec, 2008) distinguish two forms of patriotism: well-intentioned (increasing the welfare and investing in good reputation of one's own country in accordance with the interests of other countries) and hostile patriotism (includes hostile attitudes toward other countries). The difference is often made between blind and constructive patriotism (Schatz, Staub, &Lavine, 1999; Spry & Hornsey, 2007; Staub, 1997) . Blind patriotism is a form of attachment to one's own country characterized by supporting the country no matter what the consequences of its actions may be to others, while constructive patriotism is devotion and loyalty to the state, but with respect of universal human values. It is established that blind patriotism positively correlates with nationalism, authoritarianism, feelings that the country is vulnerable, and poor political information flow, while constructive patriotism is correlated with gathering of information and empathy (Schatz, Staub, & Lavine, 1999) . If patriotism is determined as extremely positive and uncritical relation to a country and its symbols, then its meaning is closer to the meaning of ethnocentrism. That is, blind patriotism is more like ethnocentrism, unlike constructive patriotism which is closer to the concept of national attachment (Trebješanin, 1999) . The concept of blind patriotism (Staub, 1997) comes close to the idea of Bizumic and Duckitt (2012) that it is a devotion facet of ethnocentrism with only difference that the focus of blind patriotism is on one's national group, and the focus of devotion is on one's ethnic group.
Nationalism is also closely related to the notion of ethnocentrism, when it is determined as a wish to support the supremacy and domination of one nation, i.e. state with regard to others (Gellner, 1983) or as a widespread system of beliefs with tendency of extreme attachment to one's national group, while at the same time a discriminatory relation to other national groups (Brown, 2010) . It can be said that patriotism is closer to intragroup ethnocentrism, while nationalism is closer to intergroup ethnocentrism (Bizumic et al, 2009; Bizumic & Duckitt, 2012) . However, Turjačanin (2015) considers ethnocentrism as a more universal notion than nationalism, because it is often used for all types of groups, while nationalism is used in the state and political context. In areas with various ethnic groups, ethnocentrism can have a political function, spurring nationalism of different types: nationalism of a majority group usually has assimilative and expansive tendencies, while nationalism of a minority group usually includes separatist tendencies (Turjačanin, 2015) . It is also determined that there is strong link between major group identity and state identity, which usually does not apply to such extent to minor groups (Staerklé, Sidanius, Green, & Molina, 2010) .
PRESENT STUDY
National states and ethnic groups are important groups, where the feeling of national and ethnic attachment can be present as the firm system of attitudes with prominent motivational strength. At the same time, the feeling of national attachment can grow into ethnocentrism and become means and source of developing hostility and conflicts among members of different nations, with conflicts in the immediate past contributing to greater manifestation of certain forms of national attachment, even ethnocentrism. Despite their unquestionable significance, relations of ethnocentrism and national attachment in our environment and region were not given due attention. The only exception are some studies that show connection between exclusive national attachment and ethnocentrism (e.g., Đor-đević, 1995, as cited in Puhalo, 2013; Milošević-Đorđević, 2005 Milošević-Đorđević, , Šram, 2002 .
METHOD SUBJECT AND OBJECTIVES OF THE RESEARCH
This paper investigates the relationship between ethnocentrism and a form of national attachment in adolescents. The main objective of the research was to investigate whether there is any connection between ethnocentrism and national attachment. In addition, the objective of the research was to determine the degree of expression and distribution of these variables.
VARIABLES
Ethnocentrism is determined as a system of attitudes expressing the superiority of one's social group and its values compared to others, and it is derived from group-centrism, that is the need of an individual to belong and be identified (Šiber, 1998) , while national attachment is defined as a system of interconnected attitudes or feelings of belonging to a national group, acquired in the process of socialization, through which language, tradition, and culture of a national group are received; consequently, an individual identifies themselves with group values and interests, as well as with a group as a whole (Rot and Havelka, 1973; Trebješanin, 2004) .
INSTRUMENTS
Ethnocentrism scale (Ethno-3) shows different aspects of ethnocentric attitudes and potential behaviour in interethnic social transactions (Šram, 2010) . It consists of 23 items which the respondents rate on the five-point Likert scale. Theoretical range of the results varies from 23 to 115 points. Four factors are distinguished in this scale and the authors threat them as subscales 4 : national affective attachment and self-sacrifice contains 8 items and shows the presence of strong national identification and readiness to self-sacrifice (e.g. "I am ready to die for the dignity and interests of my nation"); national exclusiveness and prejudices contains 7 items and defines international distrust, isolation in social transactions, and prejudices (e.g. "I can hardly be a true friend with a person who is not my nationality"); national superiority and bias contains 5 items and shows the perception of general, moral, and intellectual national superiority and a favouritism in formal social interactions (e.g. "My nation is superior when compared to many other nations"); national homogenization which contains 3 items and shows the need for national unity (e.g. "All members of my nation must hold tight together if we do not want to see national disaster"). 4 The use of subscale allows a more subtle analysis of a relation between ethnocentrism and other constructs Šram (2010) cites reliability of the scale of α=.91, while reliability of the scale in the present study was α=.89 (and for subscales were from α=.62 to α=. 83).
Scale of national attachment forms (Rot and Havelka, 1973 ) is a seven-point Likert scale which consists of 35 questions divided into 5 subscales (6 questions on each subscale). Theoretical range of results on each subscale goes from 6 to 42 points. Subscales are: exclusive national attachment (shows the significance of belonging to one's own nation and disdain of other nations, e.g. "All the members of my nation should always and in every way appreciate more their own nation than any other"); prominent national attachment (idealizing of one's own nation, emphasising the feeling of patriotism and giving importance to national attachment in members of one's own and other nations, e.g. "the feeling of attachment to one's own nation in members of any nation is one of the most wonderful feelings that a person can have"); divided national attachment (concurrent loyalty to one's own nation and to international cooperation and coexistence, e.g. "I feel as much a member of my own nation, as a member of general human community"); attachment to human community (emphasises the attachment to mankind and the necessity of overcoming national attachment and narrow national interests for the sake of human progress and the progress of the world as a whole, e.g. ("Humanity presents the only true human community, hence every division into nations is either harmful or meaningless"); non-existence of national attachment (entails the absence of attachment to any nation; e.g. "I would feel as good in any other country as in this one right now, if I had good living conditions there"). The reliability of the subscales in our research was between α=.58 and α=. 73.
SAMPLE
Sample consisted of young people from Kosovo and Metohija of Serbian nationality, total of 345 (47% boys and 53% girls; 63% secondary school students (final year) and 37% university students), average age AS=19.36; SD=1.944. All respondents were asked for consent to participate in the research, which they granted. All the respondents are of Serbian nationality, and only 5.2% of their parents do not belong to the same nation. More than a half of the respondents from the sample (66.1%) declare to have friends from other cultures. 25.5% of respondents have never travelled abroad. 20% of the respondents cannot communicate in any other language (other than Serbian), although 40% of the respondents declare to listen to shows and music in some other language. Table 1 shows average values on Ethnocentrism scale (Ethno-3) as a whole as well as on each of it's subscales . The range of results on Ethno-3 scale is between 26 to 114 points, while average result is M=71.78, with scattering of results of SD=16.20.
RESULTS

PROMINENCE OF ETHNOCENTRISM
According to average values of ethnocentrism, our respondents manifest more ethnocentrism than other young people in the region. In the relevant research, which Šarm (2010) realized on the sample of Croatian students from the University of Zagreb, it was established that the average score on Ethno-3 scale was M=50.4 (SD=14.42).
Regarding expressing different aspects of ethnocentrism, the results show that the most prominent aspect in young people from Kosovo and Metohija was national homogenization (M=3.78), then national affective attachment and self-sacrifice (M=3.51), while less prominent are national superiority and bias (M=2.81), and national exclusiveness and prejudices (M=2.62). Pavićević & Petrović, 2016) . The most prominent aspect in our sample was national homogenization, while in Šram's research (2010) , the dominant aspect of ethnocentrism was national affective attachment and self-sacrifice, which means that different aspects of ethnocentrism in these two studies, contribute to the final score on the scale of ethnocentrism.
Based on the distribution of results shown in Figure 1 , it is obvious that they correspond to the normal distribution, which is confirmed also by measures of asymmetry (skewness=-.054; Std. Error of Skewness=.131) and flattening of Gaussian curve (Kurtosis=.024; Std. Error of Kurtosis=.262).
According to the score on the scale Ethno-3, respondents are classified into 5 categories that reflect different levels of the presence of ethnocentrism (see Table 2 ): low (the results in the range of minimum score to -1.5 of standard deviation below arithmetic mean), below-average (the results in the range from -1.5 to -0.5 of standard deviation below arithmetic mean), average (the results in the range from -0.5 to +0.5 of standard deviation from arithmetic mean), above-average (results in the range from 0.5 to 1.5 above arithmetic mean), and extreme- ly high level of ethnocentrism (results in the range of 1.5 of standard deviations above arithmetic mean to the maximum score). The results show that every fourth respondent or 26.7% expresses above-average level of ethnocentrism, while high level of ethnocentrism is registered in 2.3% of respondents (because of the normality of distribution of the results, the same percentage of respondents is registered as expressing below average level and extremely low level of ethnocentrism).
PROMINENCE OF NATIONAL ATTACHMENT
The results given in the Table 3 show that the young people in Kosovo and Metohija express, most of all, prominent (M=29.50) and divided national attachment (M=28.75). The difference in expressing these two forms of national attachment is significant at level .05 (see Table  4 ). The results show that exclusive national attachment (M=26.06) and attachment to human community are equally present (M=26.26), while all the other differences in expressing certain forms of national attachment are significant at level 0.01 (see Table 4 ). Indifferent attitude toward expressing national attachment is present to the least extent (M=24.25), compared to other forms of national attachment. Regarding forms of national attachment, the results were different from original results of Rot and Havelka (1973) . Namely, our research shows greater values for exclusive national attachment, while divided and universally human are lower compared to the results of Rot and Havelka's research. On the other hand, the results of our research agree with the results of one more recent research, done by Grahek (2008) , where the increase of exclusive national attachment was also registered.
RELATIONS OF ETHNOCENTRISM AND FORMS OF NATIONAL ATTACHMENT
According to data given in the Table 5 , we can see that correlations of high and mid intensity 5 prevail between exclusive and prominent national attachment on one side, and all the aspects of ethnocentrism, on the other, which was expected because exclusive national attachment is most often equated with ethnocentrism (psychological content of exclusive national attachment is expressed as nationalism, ethnocentrism, and chauvinism) and it is considered that exclusive national attachment presents a disposition for ethnocentric behaviour and tendency to emphasise the superiority of one's own nation.
Moreover, Rot and Havelka (1973) claim that in individuals characterised by high level of national idealization (which is a feature of both exclusive and prominent national attachment) there is often a certain tendency to ethnocentric reacting. The strongest correlation 5 According to Cohen, (1988 , as cited in Pallant, 2009 ) correlations of high intensity are in the range from r=.0.50 to r=1, mid intensity in the range from r=0.30 to r=0.49, while those in the range of r=0.10 to r=0.29 are considered to be low. (r=0.57) determined between national attachment (which signals idealizing of one's own nation, emphasising the feeling of patriotism, and giving significance to national attachment), aspects of ethnocentrism and self-sacrifice, confirms this claim and also suggests the presence of strong national identification. All these correlations are significant at 0.01, while the correlation between divided national attachment and national exclusiveness and prejudices is significant at 0.05. Negative prefix of correlation shows that decreased national exclusiveness and prejudices towards other nations brings higher level of divided national attachment, which is greater respect for other nations and greater equality among nations.
DISCUSSION
Interethnic conflicts can escalate into ethnic homogenization (Vasović, 1999) , hence our finding that respondents in our research manifest greater national homogenization, which is the need for national unity, is not surprising. Also, the areas affected by war and economic crisis are characterised by turning to traditional identities, which at that moment offer reliable and verified orientations in the sphere of values and symbols of identification (Vasović and Gligorijević, 2011) . Under these circumstances, the collectivistic orientation, homogenization, giving importance to national group as opposed to other groups and start to become more significant. The feeling of vulnerability of young Serbs in Kosovo and Metohija, whether it is real or perceived, makes their distrust in other nations stronger, as well as their identification with their own ethnic group. Regarding national attachment, persons characterised by prominent national attachment claim that national feeling is the most wonderful feeling that enriches a person, and they accept the destiny of their nation as their own destiny (Rot and Havelka, 1973) . During interethnic conflicts and after, a national group becomes a dominant form of identification (Vasović and Gligorijević, 2011) which is the exact case with young people in Kosovo and Metohija, who manifest prominent national attachment as their dominant form of national orientation. One can say that national self-consciousness is increased under the influence of interethnic conflicts and economic crisis, hence it is clear why nation is perceived as a primary community.
If we bear in mind the fact that our respondents live in the region of Kosovo and Metohija, with constant fear for the safety of their fam-ilies and themselves, it is understandable that these circumstances boost the need to belong to a group and the need for emotional support (Horovitz, 2000 , as cited in Milošević Đorđević, 2003 and also the feeling of national attachment, which can result in ethnocentrism. However, according to the results of this research, exclusive national attachment, closely related to ethnocentrism, is expressed less than all other attachments in young people from Kosovo and Metohija.
The most prominent aspects of ethnocentrism in our sample are national homogenization and national affective attachment and self-sacrifice -two aspects of intra-group ethnocentrism. According to Šram (2010) , intra-group ethnocentrism presents the type of national cohesion that can be manifested in the form of (1) worshiping of one's own nation, which entails the readiness of an individual to sacrifice their own interests and life for the interests and benefit of their nation; (2) the need for national unity, which entails the perception of nation as extended family. This result can be explained by the feeling of "minority" status that Serbs have in Kosovo and Metohija. According to the theory of social identification (Tajfel and Turner, 1986) , the minority group in contact with majority group can develop low self-esteem that can lead to the creation of one of three levels of self-defence: (1) rejection of the current social identity and transit to a majority group, (2) the development of pride inside the group as a consequence of comparing themselves with other minorities, and finally (3) neglecting the aspects that make the group seem inferior and creating their own rules and norms. Regarding the young people in Kosovo and Metohija, we believe that they have developed pride and increased loyalty to the Serbian ethnic group. Zvonarević (1976 , as cited in Turjačanin, 2005 cites possible psychological factors which contribute to the creation and maintenance of what is nationally relevant to an individual. Firstly, an individual can identify with a nation, that is, with something big, valuable, and eternal, which gives significant support to an alienated and insecure person. That identification also secures his orientation in potentially unclear situations, which saves him the "mental effort' when in psychological conflict. Additionally, being a part of great and powerful nations secures real protection and advantage in some critical moments. Secondly, in the process of socialization, loyalty and love for one's own nation has a significant place in family, school, and other social institutions.
The fact that there was more exclusive national attachment found in our research than in the research of Rot and Havelka (1973) can be explained by the strengthening of nationalistic tendencies which followed after the fall of communism and disintegration of SFRY, which offered strong state power, strong state, and most often a remarkable leader (Biro 2006) . Exclusive national attachment entails idealistic relation to one's own nation and state. Furthermore, it is a form of national attachment where many features of authoritarian character, such as aggresivnes, destructiveness and various stereotypes, can be expressed trough hatred of other nations. On the other hand, decreased level of divided national attachment compared to the research of Rot and Havelka (1973) can be explained by the fact that in the 1990's Serbia was isolated from the rest of the world, which contributed to seeing other nations as hostile (Biro 2006) . Under these circumstances, people are expected to reject the cooperation between nations and to turn to their own.
CONCLUSION Based on the results of this research, it can be concluded that ethnocentrism and national attachment are related to a certain extent, with certain similarities and differences. Our research revealed high positive correlations between exclusive and prominent national attachment with all the aspects of ethnocentrism which is in line with the view of Rot and Havelka (1973) that exclusive national attachment is equal to ethnocentrism, i.e. that psychological content of exclusive national attachment is expressed as ethnocentrism. On the other hand, the fact that prominent national attachment is related to all aspects of ethnocentrism is in accordance with the results of Popadić's research (2004) , who discovered that emphasising the ethnicity encourages the development of ethnocentrism. Unlike him, Šram (2002) stated that certain entities like national isolation and national attachment are integrated dimensions of ethnocentrism. We consider that the view of Dekker and Malkov (1994, as cited in Šiber 1998) on the relation between ethnocentrism and national attachment is more fruitful, since they treat relation to the national as a hierarchical structure which includes both national attachment and ethnocentrism. The results can be interpreted in relation to the fact that our respondents live in the areas where their immediate neighbours are Albanians. Great number of research (Biro et al., 2001; Biro et al., 2002;  as cited in Mihić and Mihić, 2003) show that the main stereotypes are, above all, against Albanians, then Roma, Croats, Slovenians, and others, even without any direct contact with them. The average age of respondents in our research should also be considered AS=19.36, which indicates the fact that they did not have much direct contact with the neighbouring nations, hence their attitudes and relations to nation are most probably transferred form of their parents' behaviour.
The limitation of the research results from the sample. This research involves adolescents from Kosovo and Metohija who live in a specific political atmosphere (limited freedom of movement, violated human rights), which could have some effect on the results. Therefore, in order to examine the relation of ethnocentrism and national attachment more closely, this research should be realised on a more representative sample.
